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h-273-8300 
imissioner for Patents, 
Alexiandria, Virginia 

Paris, 20th April 2006 ' . ^ . , j 

Dear Sir, §1. The FORMAL Permanent problems with post continue, a). Agam and agian, I received 
vour letter, of 01/27/2006, today 20th April! b). French Post, even at level of new responsible Wiinister, 
continue surely to look as Criminal Organization (due to Documentation sent due to previous Minister 
Francis Mfir pereonally. fired justly by political reasons according to Press), c). Since his obliqatorv 1st 
answer. USPTO did not answer for special §5 of even Covering Letter (08/11/2004) (even after msistent 
remihdings): about loaicallv obligatory sending of final registered letter by USPTO (if there is no ^ 
Applicant's answer)iiHi^se in 37CRF §1.8 (§512 MPEP) "Certiflcat of mailing or transmission there is 
ho mention about even Declaration for nonreceiving of USPmiett^^^ weapon . . 

costed me millions inthe past.. So USPTO intentional silence since 1.5 years, even during Application 

Ai MnsfuMMADE IMTERMATIOMAL SEARCH. I sent very detailed letter (22 Oct.05) (17 dense pages and 
SuppI ) to EPO (you can see it completely on EPO "Register"- www.epo.prg, but I am sending it also by 
attachment to e-mail with copy of this signed text [PCT Rules: 89ter1. 92.1(a), 94al. They should make 
finally complete International Search. Such PCT Search, made according to the same PCTGuidelin^^ ^ 

for USPTO, must be certainly obligatory "substatively" followed by USPTO at National phase. iWoreover, ^ ^ | 
USI^TO and EPO signed "Memorandum of understanding" (IWOU) about "harmonization or 
standardization of Search strategies tools and substantive Patent Law". Moreover, in my such^ «f 4^ 
fn»damental answer , there are the essential off answer for ybur even unconcrete etter too So because of |. ^ ^ 
above. I asked USPTO for "Suspension of action by the Office" for 6 months [§1.103(a) MPEP] (Fax. N J ^ ^ ^ 
FA^03-55953. 11/28/2005 "Cyber Cube" and e-mails). But again, without any explanation, you did not o * 

answer for above and did not take attention for this in your subsequent letter. (I asked such Suspension ^ w, | 
in analogous conditions for my other US-PCT Application too- so 2 your lettere disappeared agam?). ^ £ J 
53 TO WAIT OBLIGATORY IMTERMATIOMAL SEARCH F PmSA^ faftersiirelv proven f^'fications- see , ^ ^ 

a& Sso^MauseMabo.^ ! -''i 

months. BaU the case of unknown problems. I ask you the extention of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) for ^ ^ 
6 months (logically it must be since proven time of receiving of your letter- see copy of envelope below: -J 5 i J 
unledallv The Post systematically does not make any stamp). * » • *^ ° 

H Se that corrections (evident slips) at entering at National phase (11 Aug.2004)donot contain ^ 
newmatter. Sinceraly Dir.V.Zagyansky Jf/K*A.y^ X - — ^^"^-^--M 
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AppUoitbntrEPQ2718171&:iS21 (PCT/EPQ2fD2302): "BOOFAIOa.* 

EuraposnPntontOfflco Dr.Ylagyonsky, Emnddo^ 22 ruo SalntaUaTthe 75010 Porto Fnmco 

[»4nai] Copies to PrnUeirt of EPO Praf. Abib {Himpldw 

ProsUents: Ure. Tiismmer, P J<yrta]ci(t8s, PiUessofli C£dpi, blDosantss; Pnsldent and Vtc^ipresldont 
. ofEroAdnilnl8tratNoCoui)«aRoland.6ros8aib3^^ 

counetLaocretaiy^epaoiQ, with oD Its (AdnLCouncfl} Notional Uombore as: ATgopooig^: Prinfepal (of 
coucm) bbector of Intornattooal Affioira ond Po^ 

Legalond tntBimitianal Afbtrs FalbtAddoi@lpLGh» IntDmattDimUoga UJ IS a hBQopaofg, OlrKtora 
Europeui and bitimutfloiud Affiaire Johan Ain&nd uid ^ P^^ 

Bjwmif trntQlT^ P"^* Aeadamy madmny!geptLnq| fliri aho tn tMiBctPf ctf Vifarid fntttnuitionflt 
Patent Otgonlza&Mi KJdris (wtponaO^^iripoJnt) and to Qonsml-Conoglum of European Judgss for 
Concendng tnfonnation: Inimlneflt Accusation in tntsn^^ 

Brigandage for Uniianls by PowBiful Ruling BIG ORQAMZAT^ Paris, 22tii October 2005. 

INTROQtJCTORYGEMgRALPART. 
Sir. 1. PROTEST. Thb lattar b PROTEST analnst panaPy daatnicted htfenmltaniil SmtnA f^ieh*) 
vAiiout any answer fbr EVIOEKT vgumm^ 
do systeroatlcally in silence being above law, IDn due to speeld Poim 
priniJthro tntantional Ignoring, tin unlogdjumplpe, at once, to Examtnotim 
unlegdpnxadureMBMaas^eoca^ 

2. £QUIM..Thto letter (as the signed postal original that must be at EPO Regioter 
contains 24page8 (aO pages are sighed): (1) "RESUUF. (2) -Essential Questlono of RteumA" (3) 

' "PURPOST. (4) -Main Text of Utter* with -l^umd of Questions end demanded confine 
Sui»lemcnt» ,;a).StBtao>airta boutbdo wBc)correcttonswtftphotD^^ 

rdJred PCnFR97/01706 and PCT/l'RtltiR)2334 (100% proofs of obvious errors de facto). There is no relation 

between these slips and EWsremarta.bl Copy ffioroEPORKSiSTER with Its tra^^ 

(for End of AIDS) Fax (8 pages) that f^ipeand for coupto of days tn Register and dlsap^^ 

Intentional Crime «gatentRun«mttvbv Ruling ORGAfflZATTON^ 

unanswered fl wEPOtsflDS In 3 copies foonnumfaered In this lett^ 

Re^ of PBitVI(N*S-1Q], p.87 [with only missed "coordinates- of cited Sefi of Chaptera XI and Annex OlA}, pl97 
(Ctslm 9 Is also against cancer), 

3. PURPOSE OF SHORT -RESUME- with -ESSEWmL QUESTIONS OF RESUME". Short 'Rj^umi^ with 
-EssenU^ Questions of RHumh' nmrasents .4Z^E4gK8UrB. dedshro pipofa for 61 (above)^ morMwer 
accessibe for ell GENERAL Judges: too simple FORMAL and penally bitentlonaL Please, to answer 
finailv: concreteN point after point ffor Court dossier took 

4. -MAIN TEXT OF LETTER" WITH ITS -QUESTIONS-. I would like atso that EPO wUI condescend to law 
(please, Ma&res) and wOi make the effort to answer (nonnally it b only ehrOlzed obUgation), even wherein 
|P0 caiihot answer coneratehr. except to recognize the IntentionaJ criines: natural causo of silence and 
of hiiBPlnp to UMLEQAL PEK AL PROCEDURE. I am veiv eonv.that i needed lueh lonnef eaiM hut ItwM 
oirfv to make the detailed exhaustive Arguments as Irrestetibte against any apodal uniegat elfbite (de 
fado), for Humanity too. So all Is simple, dear and evident and I even did not need ANY correBDondlno 
correctioni 

5 . VERYiUPORTANT. Finally if unlegally, EPO w(U not accept nrsttv this demand to correct 
Intentlonalhf criminal International Search with consecuthre avoiding (because of ImpossDde real answer) 
to discuss it even at (Rrstly coming) EUROPEAN Search phase In transmltUng this ikjssler at once to 
consecutive unlogal penal European Examination phase fwitb u nleoal procedurel L EPO must consider 
this letter as answer for his pretended Examination (of 23/08/200$). Of couree, it will be the chosen sura 
penal responsibility of EPO at openly unlegal proceduraaa open Intentional OidatDrBhlp of Organhatton. 
Thank you bi forvnird for all Sincerely in respecting the Court too Or.Y^agyansfcy 
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RESUME (Aftor imrfftffi^ ^vm\ PpffK 

Even for SUAtL beginning of this woric. Worid Spodailsta lo'AOS (Inc^ 
ltoitohfllAIl)SCommfcadon) wrote; Tarn not QuollTfad to 
woric that was atraady 10 year« OLOII)! Of coumo, m -genenillsts* (nbrrnally without 
are much lower, eapodally in davolqnd' uncomponblo) griindlosoUrdvors&l continuation of XX& 
, co!^. tSofeover, EPO knew that rocentiy (20O4) tfaia inedianto 
daflnilhdvconflrined and since publication of hiteiitionathf dagtn^ 
bicludbg fifiaamSx Otrector of Seorcf) tJni^ 

minions of victims couU bo aavad (B occusation of Ruling EpUtoralc Oigant^^ 
Humanity) and tn aplto of thte, intantloruiOy nuUli^ UNLEGAL crlmi^ 
TOAVDID t03Ponseforltsovid«ri htontionai Bhnn^Dfovongtmfta.ln|tnnphiflrt 
"Exarnination\ conflnnlng for 100% also tntantioftoll^ d ALL in toUng 'g 
purpose'. pntcQcal therapeutte procosaas (noripotootablo themselves) bocamo too olmplawordbig 
consequences of Grandloao CORRECT proven Sdcntfflc Theory aa reahv ONLY: "Left use It against 
such or such disaase\ moreover vrith raody oIlch6s tf cblms from L^ 
by m Oalfn 3 and 11)l Logically to find oven oomethlno spadne c^nst such ^ 
^nmdloso accepted KlfiDSfc EPO tried to moan another aonae to tenn ' technical features 
meana aa those "whicb-oro necessary for definition of claimed eufa|edmaltBr' (as "ftal of encodb^i 
dahydrogen&sea" or "Intsnded use of producf> ThsfB woro principally two gfa)bal feeturas to destroy 
this ArchKApplication in Search and both are TOO evident Intentional crirpes^Aa 
Epidemic with AU my other Applications ("End of EinsteIr>eohr.*, "End of AU)$^*, *PostEinstein-Bohr 
dofinithro End:. eupenocelerBtors')^ EPO did not Search "Sdantlflc Theories' (representing 89.9% of 
technicdsohitiondqrafMng to Ruto 39.1(0 PCT, but using thb Rule op • 
appearing of New EdiUbn of "POT Guidelliies" eoired me. "Tor boys* airoady [wfth Rsfs to Rule 39.1 (Ql 
Guidelines conflmi the order to Search Sdenllfle Theories if they are "applied to produce 0 prac^ 
application* (one EPO Commission already confirmed this Epidemic 08 'pertinent 
Oogicaliy) to avoid proven Eptdemk: cataclysro, moke even open deception with Ref on the same Rule 
39.1(1) PCT [52(2)(a) EPC), that beat sdentiflc theory rests aa auch because It does not support its 
practical clatma "AT ALL'. In such surely impossible case, Examlneni had to ask to take off *at alt" 
wordlngsofsuch scientific claims In dependent pntctica] clatms and auch practicai claims had to 
. become £Bsily^pendent, surely without Unity of Inventkm. that vvas not stated at aa(t 
proven open war of Intentionei destruction. Secnndly, EPO, too openly, does not soarch new and 
^ InventWe therapeutic c{ssemi(oniered by law and ingeniously underihMd In dabnsl)^ 
aeardi aU (a priori unaearchaUel) eubstancos. Incredible fatolflcatrfon b exemplified In 
not aO substances wMchfaihlfalt (Inhibitors) movement of maerephages (a priori imposslbleX but effect 
of ALL such Inhlbtton In process of curing of encephaiites, proven Justly only by grandiose scientific 
theoryl These two archHirotsaquea (that were Instetentiv discussed and underflned by me) were cleariy 
* oufflclent to re<nake' (more precbely: to search finally £ll claims: 1, 2, 6, 10 and 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 
and 31) Intsmatlonai Search Report (Intentionally completely destroyed). Thb Intentional crime b 
aggravated encore by another fl^rant violation of law ^.36 "PCT Ouktellnes"): 'Unclear dalma; "wldi 
ragard of... undear reailzatlon&", it b "the examiner" who 'determine- "amendmente" (as far aa possible) 
"andcondudtha Search based* on these amendmentol That EPO Intentlonalhy even dM not try at hb 
Intentional mbbadlnge. But v^ereln EPO Justly wrote In Report '.there b po "aotamlnatlon on matter 
. (abnostalO) which was not searched*- l^* 100% end of Patent without *Search". conflimteg such ond even 
by changed tltte: only "UnKrersal antimicroblan means' concerning only Clabn 3 (wKh galaxy of "Xa-B. 
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, - , ^ ESSEWTIAL QUESTIONS OP RP.«^Vf^p, 

spedaJletters.onVrenUndlrigAJSne . 

(^^SS^S^ieSTof^l"-;^^^^ 
xnsequently(axen5LbyS4)rl^^ 

gd of att aud> Inhibitors in new and Inyimtfyg ; ^m^^St^^ j.. ' 

«W7) of curing of em:ephaIItM ^ 
«eco«flng to YZSd. Theory)??? WhybltsofflHQprft^ 

7. b LegteWkm d §9J6 -PCT GuWdlnes- rtlU v^^ 

:xamir«^dIdnddoAffl«ud»rttemptewlth'r^ ■ 
«an«idmente" (as far as posslbto) and to'condud eearch bated- onttSalSmSS^ 

8. Old evendtange of title of hvention by EPO: TfnhreradantlmlcrTAS tiSSS!^^ 
ondualon of litfematlonal Search Report that thai. wDI bo ^^^^^^^x^^ ^. 
omptotoly-nonn«v^andnopdart(FINISH^Al^ • 



. ....... gi^?%jfflrlr|ftv<^wtml>nrtBP<<R^i^ 

This b only demand to correct profOtindtV the imenttenallv penal known 'Seafe h' wherein the 
procedure became ooenhr nieoal. criminal onk because H»Q OrMntarflon do monrtnrtee uaumation of 
law because thb tntemoyemmental Office slmotv could not answer for too elmdB concteed amtrmantii 
even cf Covering Letter that proved the tntenttenal Crtmo. So anv EPO action based on aueh crima !» « 
Priori crimlnaHas sent In crtmlnat 'procedure' a Priori conscloushr criminal -Exa mination-, ttmt b aureh/ 
unleocl fmH of knowhwlv unteoal procedureV Rrsttv EPO Orronfaation must eonect known crim|t^ii| 
International -Search', that htfentionanv destroyed eW mv hitemattonal phaaa for all countriaa wRh 
EPO Authorttvlll Too svstamaticaBv EPO ooenlv conajdera to be above the bw and ahnply paaaaa any 
my ar^uroento wttiiout answers on^ because tiray an aura. Thb b reason fand abo sure Ruling level of 
tMa Omanhathin hi EPQII tfaaL at the aame Hria. I am aandtoo thta httar tohigh ColtogUim rf feiinftpimw 
Judgea and to Bondesteg (He8d(piartsrs Of EPO to Munich With kloGd pend law) OEPt^ 
havhig ^ ofeiiective proi^sttkm of Antifascbt OppodliOn to cheek AU depuQM 
Ruling agento abo being above law) to cohtrd finaOy even the ebmentery dvil answering, elementary 
fflsottslon, deprived by thb rding EPO Organization thdb above ttiebw. For objectivity, only aftor ' 
B^ahswer for ALL numbered argumonta (pbasa.oJementarycMIIzation, thank you very much In 
forwanQ, i ^hail engage procedure agalnd organized (aura OrBsrUzationll) atteinpte (anyway de facto) for 
Brioanitooe d hloh aums d mlUbrds and for crime aaalnst Humanltv; Parallel Aceuaation In 
Dramadftated aaaasafaatlen of 9 mlUkma d hmocenta ftaiown. eure. conflnne d meens aoatnst AIDS In 
tftb hwentionl Because d EPO demonstration d uaarpaflon d any answer, any dviUzad dbcusslon, to 
spite d even apedd cohcbe (bd dear, simi^) argunmitation b) Covering Latter, titst was caused by 
Complete unbgd EPO (end VViPO) silence for my tooger argumentation et International phase, I present 
hers THE SAME ARGUUEIiTS, but In ddalbd fopn'^r boya' OIke finally wltit 58f05 "PCT GuUeilnes"). 
Of course, if such International Search will bo fi^l^lOSly made f^ 
tntoconsMaraflon fpuch niudh less Important arffumanla (amall datePa), <itititen now ^ boys'. 
Alttiough. Examiner, hbnseif , b OBUGEO to 'datermine' 'amendmente" (as ins pooslbb) 'and condud 
the Search based" on ti»ae amendmente "with.ragard d.. unclear redizationa' (HiNCLEAR CLAIMS' 6 
OJO -PCTOuidellnM-)..{They contato onlyia}^ EvUentiy, Itbonly dabn 3 flustiyssarchedJOutb witf) 
red "result tobeachbvad" (but itb sob means toAtt8cconllnotofarw)(§0^); b)LA8letatadbel^ 
. CblmW(icbntilte .ti>eory and appfcaflonrttitesantefltoe) had to b» ANYWAY. 
as sdentifb theoriee wUi all their appUeations. but dcouree It b undbcussable and ununderstandablo 
how exambien eouM madfasUy vtotato Lagbfaition S14i)3 "PCT Guidallnes-): "In most ca^es Industrial 
eppllcabQIty win be ed^vUenr and piacticd uaing d ANY (ANYI) protein b more ttun 8eU^«^^ 
Qb)l It b outstanding axemplUled grotea<iue of tntmtiond'nwUbs^ 

Alttwugb In vbw dsudi perfection d level and recommended by PCT Fonns d Cblms 
EPO Oddollnea" $5.21 and CIV4.2) {moreover accepted (made, witii ttie same standard Fonn, claims 3 
and 11)ty EPO], on one haiid, end absence d ANY real problem witn even (needed?) Intentional 
tabtflcsUons (and for whdebe so suntly tntsntional?) Inchidlng Epldomlc order (undorilntngln^ 
destruction, Indapended on person)^ I had to change HSiyitig to Applbation. except ^ 
ahfeady corrected obvious errors (sops) (d Intemationd phaaa) d pJBr7 (cbim 0) (on^ 
Induded. flirt was v«a written In PoscrtpOon and om In AboW^ll flflWhoutonv^^ 
too eylded obligatory cases, EPO did od take titenv Afftte tatontiood crimM destnstion?). 
Bsfono tiib Turpose", thoro to short -Rosumi- with ^Eoaential Qucstioits'd Rooumi" (Pl«^ 
for each question, pdd by polnL tfwt will bo necoosary as ot]|ectivo roailfy 
Pend European Cdloohrai,whoroln I ahaUtranan^ (Accmation to Intoritional Crime agdndHumadiy and 
BifgandagatorKIIIDanto). After thb ttiarD to "MiDiMflUl^ with "RosumO of qoestlora and confbraation^ 
(spodaBy nuinborDd to aoowor pdnt after pdnt). Ourtng aa Pracotfuro, EPO bitentfonally did ^ 
Ibr my argumento only because it b Irapoaalbto a priari pbd ol^odlvo man (and Pend Court abb^ 
ranowimaUagunlaadpEp 

. Finally. If untagaOy. EPO wMod accept flnat thb demand to coned fla fatentl^^ 
Intoriiatiood Search with oonaoGuflve avoiding piocause of bnposslbb red answer) to discuss It oven d 
(nr8flyoocdng)BtnaBfflD Search phcootntrimamltttnfltiitodoaolor rtpp^ 
Euwpwr m fy mnhvll n n pheaoOiflhunbgdprocodun^ 
p idyto j l?intt)%Ttinn (d 23/0812^ 

CI opei^uHead Broccduro ca opao tntsntlo nn i fCrfrtm nhip of Ofp r ni rr Tt K HV 
XPe'VaB^endeopaniitelyig^ltoL nafTlatl o n CdSocaT flflBndgnd"gPQnii f^ f. f nCT* onaamflfwi 

conc^^^{obyfoa3 GfraiQ) to S capiat AU. 24 ppgss 010 d&DSd by n» Oclm) OBd 09 Gopb^ 
090 fcsssmpok 



iMiiLiBamsis, . 

^i-gggWiPABT- P KEH) TO CHANGE WnHWG: OMLY R&EXPLANAIttH TOR KW SECAttS£ 

Bdng matb paffpctly, nnnomi wllh agancy fiw 0^ 
c entoy,to w«ir,««alntDofl^^ 

^cconij|xi B]^ag by otan cgolmt HonanOyi tst htf of nat lonni phasa Whcraln ffO ovon ftmmi imyinfa 
(rofloctton camftop itintmri tont to Iniamattooal Pn Wienflni i! T M wmi m I A n tP m ^i pffifinf twrrtmonT Mlb 
only cUta 3 wBh gatoxy of "IfiSHiHS) iindfl^^ 
bitremaaoinl SoQicb Repoft nitta to m bmspo^ 
. faflpwtagreca^ of ScMch RBpoif.Heworor.lt to SURELY dri 
'A10S(10oiLVtaUS.3735^).THECROSffilSTB«^ • 

But thb swD BoitQifly of amtmy <B inlDIofa of tonpeoite 
ffltntonbosforoponBrtQaftdaga) tool^ctivtzodovonby^ltooifbecmisothoycbdn^ 
M cdCffflffe <h^,nTttnlatof<»nflnnc^ 
ofaloctMty, or pn)dsten' (Pcffl Robert, Dictteni^^ 
objcdhro pftndp!o8 of ssiontme 0^ 
bictioranri 1893) or B msmn: 'chsnimrtEttte or 
(uittfaifdffad Wfobstsr^ 1S93Q. But to opito of lui^ 

ogalnthdflwtovelafEximtlnarBtotmbhlowarQ^ pages), 
basodoomymoiuimontalwortiofSMpaffestwIlhthous^ ' 
*Unccr, Sumtn&fy end Refill] Pert XI, Rcf. (1] Annax OtA). Only for smaO baetnntng of tttolo woila, 
Prootdont of French Acodamy of Bdehces Jean HombUTBor recommonded nra to AcadDOiy of Sciences ' 
(see hto tottof to.thta Ref. {ID- Only *w bagiroilng of olroady present wortc (pp.10.13 hero), wrfilon In 1990, 
Wortd^pedoOst of AOJS Prof. Zcgtiiy 00 woO oven PrcsUort 

Prof Jtoienbaum vwote In 19»K: "I cm not ounnBed ta wmhmh^yaiif nawfc imH ww^irt y 

M>lteh«JtoYZ:M958:Coup(rartlwd8tbyAgen^^ . 
Boris Vton) ans^inatod!, ISBN: 241065WI5^ 2000]. And only Pr^dwt.of. Ffincfi bistltiitton. Wbrld 
Sp«^ of AIDS and Wbild Stsr, Usto Editor of prasflglous 
writft.(amn for Paper jrf 10 yean CLDIII {pp.10-13 hero]): .IMtb fel^^ 
(pubOstMdlbldandEPOhastodossterwfthFaing!). ... 

But present Inrontlon b MUCH more grandiose. Even THE HOST great World Academicians (each In 
narrow fleU) couM really realize this . Giwt World Revolution (as a whole) for level ofcifilQue durthg 
months with thousands isfismnces. But EPQ Examlnere (with getwral knowtedge, who logicany even do not ^ 
have simple PhD) aven'tfld not read It one time sertettsly, because SURELY Ihov hod to ask me Ref. {1] of 
Part XI, which I omtasdas slip (at beginnthg). Certainly tfwyunderetand (not less than Grt&id Professors, 
speciallzsd only In ADSl) that their level la much much less of Wdild Revohition. But they DICTATE 
art)ttritfy [also 08 surely ordered Epldenilc with Rttto S9.1(Q?I oven to Sd 
(as epedally for destruction) is do fodo unreadable. TaUng only best "general therapeutic purposes' 
'coveting the whole fleld of therapy- (T.oo<3n) after such Great Sdence CSdentlflc Theory^ one takes 
only stmpio short recommended wordings to dalmlln BEST ^tdentiflc theory" for pTBc^ 
luch best Patent must be imposslbte to deny. So Intentional psnal Epidemic of destruction [See Rule 39.1 
(I)] Is too evident a priori 

a). SCtEimnC THEORIES WTTH THHR APPLTCATlQW& RB^ORMUUTtOMS HAD TO BE SEARHED. it 

elfflpreBrlgandageofalImythnMpatefltsformIiaardawithdmplaunhreredmaai»( • 
IS!?''' comhidfeg to awe tmportantPotentformaOyaeconflng to taw. yetwMiout 

Epidemic). EPO artiitrartly consMered that 'edentffie theodes' [being base of oO these AbnUc^lons 
rEndd£tostdr^hr..-.-EndofAID8..';'PosfBnM«olirdaRi%w superanSantonu 
are rio^Seaidied (even being mA 'as such' but wNti their Applle8tlon»)al all wtt BsOTft references to 
2"^M5f Jf™ ^ "^"^ 

BoanOi) dd not dlsense my even etefflsntary argumonti dorfiig yaarel At "Too Gomplox: so no 
comments even for 3 X 3 " n . 



And only rod non tStroda saved All my Patents 8URB.Y ORGANIZH) CRIM^ 
BRIQANDAGQ Suddenly, to new Edition (2004) of "PCT (Mldtnos' that ofo 'conmton ruto 
IntemsiloQal eocrch and oxcmliuitlon* 'and csdst to Iho oppJImHwt of previsiono of tito PCT 
(totoriiatlond UW whid) was THE SAK£. ofcopt cflian fiM cdi^^ 
ctrofatrt STIPULATION (*ror boys* o!n»dy) of above Rnlo3(wtlhthoIrRBfBqfIre^ 
Qpoosits fto tnw). EpMamic, Organized IntonQond fobonoss of pnv fsinco tSrcdo of 2IO0I) concerned 
ffttSSRoi EPO EXcmlnsrt ^Vhon vlowtngM as o whoio^ If the thoorlos are cpppod or bnpiomontod to 
Bn>dneoocfcettedcDDilcatlon.,ooarchbrcoairod SINCE THE RESULT ISrOT 
PnELlJECTUAL' ISftJ5 wllhRehLtoRdBs39.imBnd67.m whcrdn.licica^ 
ftieh odeatBIe thrarles, which are ALREADY -appitod. to produce (THEIR) pmctieai appi^^ 
wMch must be soorehadli "Staee the restiR b not Biisiy abstrod or intaltocto^ 
preyed coiaeqaoncoa. (ben b no any more PURELY obstred bitoQedud resuA IwnzB^ 
Ruk» 39L1QI) PCTjS2 (SQfo) EPC] ere exempOned (In eoiTOspondlng Guldet^ 
osoRiptes of pure nhMnce of pre cU ml consoQuan^ts of pure theory* 

^it It means that 99j0%'Qf surely preven results, tftal ropresent one cmtury to forward, were ciMnallv 
Ignofod to ouch "Search". Wlterotn, moreover, tinso best oordbmed resulta had to proted against 
olloged oocldontd works ("X" and "Y" to "asareh" with sob cbtm S). (So d IfLo^ 
Commbsten ALREADY accepted oudt INTENTIONAL EPIOEIIBC CRISIE as "poffinont^ 

toiagtoatloiv thd the connnon SdsQtf^ (CORRECTI) Theory (to thb An 
AUJt (AND AT ALUO prodM claino, would bo ovon fonnaOy (a (MO fimtaotka^ 
fdseness. Sudi TOO fisoEtal case of aUen i^SnQSs theortos tor separated prc^^ 
waa even not mentjonad AT ALL to htsmntfamal Smreh Rapflrt It h nhi«f«y hnp;wt«.rM« fa«wi^«i 
bungle cforehbpeclanstol Because, to such case, Examinere had to ask On Intsmstiond Search) to take 
off aO unrdatad (It means: WRONG, mbbedlng for thb appOc&tbn!) features (and ^ 
Independent (as o whob) dalms of ecbntffte theory to fiXL such dependent pradlcai dabns that SURELY 
b not the case, iitoreovef. EPO did not prove such very unusual Blranoe even UNEXEMPUFIED CASE 
(InPCTendEPO-QddenRes') wWiout even any examda of data TO St^QWfl fli wauM ha MPOSSlBLg 
FOR QUAUFIED EPO C02SM1SSI0N and flaqranthf aaatort taw whteh rtfauht— «AliY f ^ fe«Wdien to 
. search... SHOULD BE accomoanbd fav reasonabb exobwrtion' "PCT CfW^ffnff ' W,0?t 
UOREOVB), such nomemus independent predted claims had to become REALTY Ibduailv 
tadep«adeid.(Andnd faTroBlhr. BS«eaiddnnofnewandlmrentivBandpfedteri 
although they are not patentable themselves only because of humanltadan consUantloiis of factOtated 

Sect/Sion^^boSt^ at 

iktoreover, thb dready proven Bcbntlfic theory about The REAL END of aids was agato dsfl^ 
WELL conflmted (J.Qen.ViR)l. 85,3735,2004) (that means my sure Nobel Prize) and theso therapeutic 
AppUcdiona are only REFORMULATIONS (to see concieto cases to SD) of BEST CORRECT scientific 
theory es ONLYFORMAaY : "Lefs use It for such curtagH rocbntlflc". as it was accepted by EPO, 
Ruane: precbe). For tostence, Claim 4 asks: The use of "Substances., for mandacture of medicamente 
against encephalites thd st^ macrophege motility Onhlbltora)', because 'accoidir^ to claim r 
'motility b obllgstory for tontamlnated macrophage entering Into brdn to cause the encephalites". To 
pretend that cbbn 1 (coned scbntific Qwoty) does not support (moreover AT ALU) cblm 4 would bo 
OPEN fomial ofalloatorv dictatorial deception and Without doubt rt afl! Moraovar withnm auth ehim 1 
(sctentlflc theory), Cblm 4 will be: The use of substancet^for manufodure of medbamenb ^Inst 
encephaOtos, to stop macrophage motfllty". LIKE THIS without any experimente or any edentlfic theory. 
THIS SIMPLE DECLARATION IS IMPOSSIBLE. But tho aamo was witfi "SEARCHED" datoi 3: "The vlrel 
extorter prolslns.. for manufacture of medicamente ' for vaGdndtkma asalnst.vliiiaes with idnlmd 
posslfato quantity (asone)orvUalneotraIldn8«pitopos. ^mnstbetakanfor 

ltninimlafton"AIKE THIS witho^ 
Qohsense to patent although liiburilonal tn/e destrajflng 



SE 



$0 TOO SIMPIY. OPENLY AND WTTHOUT DOUBT: FOR MALLY AND CQ fJr;PFTP> Y-f^ fl MAt 1 Yl EPO 

CUIM 10. As it was written at international and National phases, Claim 10 [tMlng pioceas "upon 
INing thiRfis". that are piatentable fPCT Guidelines- §5.12}>w88 not seatvhed by EPO (against law: Rub 
39.10) PCT] to Invention as a whole: complete General Sdentfflc Theory (with claims 6, 1 and 2) with Aa 
ite Applications. But moreover, It could be searched even "twice". As being new process of eynthesls of 
AKY(ANini) applied protein, it b surely oven the best exampb for §14.05 flbld): 'to most eases. 
Industrtal applicability wOl be •d^evfdal1t and no more.explteft description on thb potot will be requIrwT 
That other Appilcat]on8;(froffl Leslstatlon)^ even bi much toss trtvtal cases, followad de focto PMdhod 
(rf purlfylRg proteins*, TJMSIWB (EP313343). no AJDOU word for'aho obvious ustog to such even seect 
£)bC dono hvimtlon: "Methods of preparation of heterolosous proteins" "Caoe LaviT, t 091&94: tJSwm; 
T 0311«^ K b shame (as It wpuld In above dtedwbrko. that "Board of Appeab" dld"nct ask) to explain 
that any protein, ?( I^ast (a^ feayt}, coiikf be as "building Wodt" for compounds of pharmacsbttial. 
cosmatli^ food, tonnentathre or chemical todusbrtes. R b not even as newly synthesized methan fbr 
Chemkal Industry but as ANY aliphatic compound! Examptory.SHAME even "for boys', 
^jj^ NEW ANP IWPmVE therapeutic process THAT HAD TO RP SEARCHED AC CQRDIMQ 
TO UW IFootnotee of ArtJgfiH EP C l BtfT IWSffl^y p ff cmSc S^c 

ALL WAS done JUSTLY PERFECTLY; ALL practfeal therapeutic ctalma wots done as dear stereotype. 

effed of ttte substem»- fMethods for treabnent of huftiaih." "TO OuhfeOnes* §BVni.2n wHh ahvays 
gWennamples. «?heidn appO«««on ^ substances (with partlctitar detormtoed functions) In 

- ^ """^ Imrentten to be (ONLY) PERFORMED Obid CII- 
4^ In the whob range dato»d"Ce8o Law^. Pl147 par 4. Whereto Itoofc the best way of "general 

« frt^^lf^""^ P^^^^ by PCT and EPO LoQtetetten(PCT and EPO Guldeltoes: § 
5.21 andSCIV4.2),nwWng very precbeRefersncs fbr Art^)EPCI!lSi^^ 

Search ^SIS£^accoRftog to Footnotes of thb Art.S2(4). Of course, it btto . 

such dalms Qustly "PCT and EPO GuUeRnss" 55.21 and CIV-4.2): "substencaX (or use es medicament 

for curing dbeaso r . Whoreta raoreoyer, In addlBon to take the above oregerfhad farm. I anaelflilv 

v<«nted to avoidSMitih of substaqcet. mal^ 

to Fodtootes. ORDERINQ to' soaich Iho iww hnwnflvePROCESsm. A»it Mit., 

Qualffled Examtoere do not nuke Slid) Soirch of tntsntlonany asked (and evm 

In new Covering totterl) CBS^^ What fli^ono can do more to Hdory of Patento7ll Of course 

as sure penal Intentional SABOTAGE {as with Epidemic, Rub 39.1(IU.{lloreovar&uch or such Form of 

thess cbton does not matt8r(T.0958/94)}.8o I left these claims to thdr best proocrtbed (and even wen 

speclfytog) Form end BOTK tlines twtthotit any answer for evident explanations), EPO crimlnaOy 

intenflona{iyOPa(LYdldnotdqthe8eflicK{»VniodedQttem)tt(thateh . 

to adapt to Exambiere to changlng-tteveral woido to datoa al li^^ 

enairar so I took best TQQ£PVIOUS. orfglnal PRESCRIBED daton 

In dabns 3 and 111), that inoroovor. undortlnoo fntemtenalltv . of pnhrta§fl. WTTHQtJT DOUBT^ SMALL 
JWPffKAtTONS OF PRESCRIBrofmidoDedfvfnon CLAIMS DO (DID) NOT WATTERIia . 

■ At PROCESSES. "rB8uitte1Soaieva"ta nonsense QPrforinndolms 4. 5. 9. 
undtecussibb oven "for boys' Suit d flndly corrod Search", thd must be dorw (according to low^ 
finally) but of new and Inventhro therapeutic sCBQSfigf (ddma4.5,9,11. 12), theroto noquostfon about 
stnnge unaodsfb^ Imaolrotlcffy of "rcstitt to bo ochisvcd" bi those dalms. For tootoncot |n clabn 4, Too 
ctroiQaty and Intshllonitllyf Emubior pictoiido (dwo con 9ucto hi mlUfX ttot I fn^ to palont dl 
mihahmeoa wMdi inhMtniPcmnhrftn mawbrneni flhh h "rtaautt to Ya BeMawnTTl that b outrtorKllnfl 
nonsenso [oiuf It to Imposo ib b bxouso fiiosp In^tibltoiti havo onprcdictabb etructuroo (soo SIb}^ I patMil 
offoct of ALL inhll)ltsre of inscropli&go movcmont on nocr end tnvonOvo proccso curing ftam 
oncojrftsCtQs dm to e^vfaiQ of grcsS tcchntcol prpbisR cs o cfhoSs t<^8i octunliBc Ihsory. 



Tor abttvs bee In sltuin olven examples'' (my bfttef.qf 02/07/03, §2e), EPO perebte to deny It Ot b 
really very strange). So one can really GUESS -Wwt again usurps law), that h b again due to such 
Intentionally wrong penal absurd strategy (without sense) of 'Search' (see above) and due TO THE BEST 
' 'GENERAL therapeutic purpose" (that b not patentable Iteelfl) "covering the whob field of therapy" 
i {which can be Justified only with object of therapy (as macrophages) and dbease for cuHng (as 
; ^ dmaiO|rtencephantos)-T_0128n2;T.0036«:fj574A3(EP153926):T.09^^ 
i 1 43^2, T38n3).[tt means thdjnx particular process of therapy ''could be ean^ 
PCT) wKh thb flemral purpose So wherein EPO redly lo^glQM 

modlcamente' ttiere b no support In Description and Claims (ArtS, 6 PCT) ghring only cllchfts of general 
words to 13S!C clahn (that could be used for MI of mlllloins of Inventions). Although Lagblaticn 
sfipulates: "As general rule, claim b regarded as supported by the description unbss, exceotlonalN. 
there are WELLpFOUNDED reasons^" (TCT Guidelines" §5.44). "..assumption or hypothesb about, 
possible obstacle to successful realization of the project must alvravs be based on facte" HBSHNICAL 
\ FACTS"!) rCase Law", p^, p:l19; T 207/94). "Any such restriction for the Search., ahold be 

^ acconipanbd by reasonabb eiqilanatlon" (but not unhrersd dichis) fPCT GUideRnes' §9.03). 

I' So vity ELSE "always given examples" ^2a of my letter 02/07/D3) are not examples for clabns 4, 5. -7(8), ' 
9 and 12? n am acrrv for nonsense of ouestton for bovs t Moreover. HERE> thb b ALWAYS the , 
OBWQUS case when ■Biereb no reason to suppoee that the Invention cannot ha carHedoutthrbuah 
whole ftaM datowd" flbid $5 J3L bacausa AU substencas In dl above ctatow fas ANY tohibltor of • 
macrephaoea to cblm €i could be appllad aasnv. ^l^ltho^t undue difncultv" aa the example. So claime 

nwst pa "8a:yrtaW9 ffwn In n Pm4 tm^ flWtf RSa- 

m In Cblm 4. Why ELSE IrUtibltore of betachamoktoa receptore (as example of very spedfic anti- 
receptor antibodies) are not good against encephalltesTT? p even gave (one line above and below) the 
• Refa for ptenuata for TOO ROUTINE preparing of antibodies thd b absdutehr not necessary rEPO 
Guidelines" §CIMj4)) as to a lot of other toventions(lndudIngLjegbtatfon). (sea also SU'2a) 

(2) In Cblm 7(81 Why ELSE specblly Inserted, even In cblm, well characterized examplaa of Dii'2r 
(Mtrtein (of IgO) (being even "X" to "Search") (and oven other onee) are not good for well ch aracterized 
fomily of such proteins with the same chaiadsitoticaT?? (see also SO-I) 

{3)l{L£ta!ilL& Why^E a brge nundier of axamptos or chafgad (and even 
Art and ax e mp fl flad means (see abo §le) of thdr conJUjgatlon wNh spadfle antfbodtea are not good 
agdnstmenfioneddbeases???. / 

(4) to Ctatmll. Why ELSE other derivative^ of PtP(2) and gammaOTP (whteh all [with P(P(2) toolll] 
parttelpsto to functtontog of these transport ve8ide8[irp-75^1)( . IrreveroibbBtoppihg of which 
provblcBS coma- oee elob $lc) am hot good agdnd corna? liL^aJiiU^i why E^ 

'cycle of tho oynaptte arid "PKC* troinporting and conducting veoteles" (as axampla of dUuted cyanate) 
{vrtiaroto ^onsctonca (b) the rsfbdion of tho c)Mfo oyotam of the neurons with chaotte b^ 
of (such) vanjejea PD ore not good agatostlnsomnta?.. Sorry, I did not pialce the spedal trap: VltAL Rsf.1 
(PaitXI) waa oirtHBd fd hootonfnfli as obylous sito (oao abo Bel and Examtaore (at Ssareft) even did not 
aak me to presenf It SO SURELY thev did notreafly road the text (whereto even BEST Wortdepedalbed 
Piofo wrote about thdr tmpossIbOtty to critidzol- soe begtoning of §0 and [1], to writing SURELY 
INTENnONALLY such Unlversd 8trt>ng wnffng without obligatory Vol) founded roasons" f or all cbbns 
and oil tnvendonOt 

(5) toctetoiS. to "ganerel therapeutic (dbgnostb) purpose", "covering the whob field of therapy 
(diagnosb)* (*Co8a Low" p^ T 43/82) d soarditog of thb new tovonthm diagnostfo process 

wren Ip not P3tantablelteelf)k invention odvosgrpndtesa technical probton as a whob WITH pandb 
fetbtddan sdentfflc Ihoorv) fWtth cblm 1 114. 8)1: rosohrtoo (flrsthrt real virus contamhfltten and' 
approadiii^ of tho condlUona of such contamination In vhre to virus diagnosis. So ouch new DECIS^ 
psrtlcutority for numeroas old dasslcal dlagnosea of dlfhrmt viruses (since Postauril) (dassteally 
written to msny handbootoi tcotbooho, m&nuata ^ "gonoral knowkR^cs* which oro known to okDled man 
QCIM.1 "EPO OuUdlrm")) end ore not necessary to dto nUd OM^ (and C(M.1^ 
tovontion (or skfllod man who knowo UommbS, dthough thore oro such QroQt Clc^^ 
Virology" wtlh ootfofd thousandsUI psaos Old tons of thousands of Rcfs). Prccti^^ 
~ iflitt!lvtofierREALAn)S(2ndph3oo)londd3o"fDf norwroduetfvbiJM 



vlnnifm In vtmt' (p 47-71) ^ theoroteU profatona ot ISI phasa) wtth ataipia coocentralton 

5 coiwcrtrafloo- OS U»472166 or. (or bstnnca, Him^^ 

en Wotode cflnlque. L ttfithodw", Hsevter, 1998J. Such Jiesa^fOaab^rnkt^ 

ST J^tarTrMft nbo dalm 10 of T 310i99). Thb dte^ 
S3««iKrtf£elnlni that "the oppBcat^ 

- A^g^t ^SOME H"H^ ^'"^ ACCORDMG TO LEGISUTION PPCT gUIPgUN^*}?^). IT B 

tefUTimiinlefllhw rm?fy*r»^°ft°^' ^ fovennATSUCH<»SE,E»ntfiwhadtDCOfrBCt(B8 postlbte) 
aiwo to mato Search of ALL tb/m dabw any>Mryl| 

cL R-pf CTf L tGMQWM^ 9 f CTBRgCTED PAGES fwfth wn'^m »n OTtvM?t . 

JtoStoitog sEt^^^ EPO. insistently, evon did not explain tho open^^ of 

c«T^^ mon««r cJtoisting only of Inserting of the "cooitfrnrtra-^ aevoial Joumab 
SJtoS^(onlyattheend:to-S«ppte^ 

EPO^^MEpldenilcorterofOfflSDteSm^ 

undefendable MSTsOpe {otarteus eirore) could be conectad any time (Rule M PCO. Th« rfBcteThaJ^^ 
Z^^S^- «ii U«t -anyone «^itd immediately lacognto that nothtng eba could be Wended 

only -coofdtaatae" of described and even numbered leferences In their list in hoping to flndttidr 
«yhten^ after fillno Awithout publications, at Science of XXU centoiy, I was not preaaod neither). J to 
^^^SS^^^- But as It «as written In -Covering latter- (for National phase). 
S^a?S5J^S%TB2)«n» taken f«»m my leti^ 

ciKtlon was -very e«riiy done" (^48-24. h«B) I'^^^Jr ctosslcal meaw. 
XcSi-Pri^AS-moaLa:IWs.6^)i«^ 

wHH the same Refe (unaoubtft^l 100% fltodfiaynoj «S»2JS!5S*i^^? ^SSt^ iT 

eendt^teirthe slgn^ Ref8?es Pt«tocopy of A«rfJ^^ 

obvlottt error. Justly the same missing of "coorfinates- dRefs^ to ^^.ttj^^ 

background of previous art and I took ALL their Refe ftom also ^^^^^^f^^^ "^'^ 

ttw smaBplrt df this Invention [see photocopy of Inchidlng coirespondlng Rafe (pp.13.14 of 

PCT/na&324"Re(s.1 of PartJa and Re(b.1-8 of Annex lUA here)]. 

Butm^^lltanicM3yT(X)obvl^ 
aame mnefal content But even if there were no such i!M pn»h for factual errore^ It Is finhL 
!JJSSIZof teTcrf Prior unpatentable described numbered Prior Artll OKLY "fffrrenCM to the prior 

Sffi VeS,r^ to As pS erf* ciuld be nrnM^nm^tm^ '-PPUcant s^ke to amend 
Dwc^rttoJ- I^P^W unaLedwayll fPCT and HK) Guidelines- §20.10. SCVW.3). Moijover, the re- 
fd^Tto Drior^Jncrt only could be ■ ntroduced ata laterdate- but. at special circumstances, even 

lul^5«btentiMem»ofEP6mustbefllsfio^^^ 

ouKoSS^oSaccepttagoftuchtoosM , 
coKs^o EPO cSSS mwt have the usurped right to gmb In silence (In such case but like anyway). 

n AiM<5 1 2 6 end 10 IiI?^ cPWPM PPRFECTLY IAS EPIDE WI^ APPUEg qpfq^LYl RULE 39.1 

AS dAiM 4 f?/ *^ BECAUSE OF I^FWTIONAL CRIWIWAI, OF SPEPIAUrl 

^^ ,i^rAW^^W rU kSv footnotes. EPCl 



TTieso both EPO gtoteJ cteunto (bu! oven they workadl)wBfowdl dhcussed at tntematlonal and National 
phases without ai^ EPO cnswsr ond Qctloo to oorract (h reoO^ 

nhnvftifftnfls»nap> T^fldv about comolBte ahsanco Of Seflich for aP cfalms due tp totenflonal oanal stmnia 
dostrudlon of profound ond well made Inventloa 

But If such bttemstlonai Search wQI be OBLIGINGLY nmdo fcofrected-) anyway. It must eteg take IntD 
consideration iiHic{Llssa Importambd iK^ 

sub|octMty(aswllhRuto39i1(0PCTl. atthoughlh&dtochangajis^^ . 
(finaOy) maMng fconactlng-} . ' tnternatlomd Sean^ me m 

IL gPNffl^TlQW?, ■For boys- already. - • ' 
61. Dfltellcd Claim a fothef hrheiapeutte clolnw are anatOBOUS). ' 

This dalm b the simplest utilhiition and too slmpio evident sequem;e of proven,*edentiSc theoiy". 
' It b now tmi< t^"^*^" *«**«'p«^JTmff faeeonflfto ta law: TO SEARCH as process) aoalnst a . 
number of veiy Important diseases using corresponding now small proteins -00-2^7 of cbbn 7- {Ctabn 7 
^ Aur>r4 pmH.tf^ «f f ^pidsa Global Unhretsal ecten ttfte theory of century that pm^^ ta not even as 
V cufBdcrt 'TMm^v^ Bppmlieir 'Ccsa UiW.M 18. T mm) new gnat Ian of ptotnb ftmcthmlng 

flnchidtng en membranous raceptore). Whardn Unlvcnml email proteins fOu^ are (1) perfectly 
charaderizod 6y a number of their vital functlona. (2) all are easily obtalnabie (p.7M) {but certainly . 
they ate much atronatf dctennlncd than "product-by-process: with help of sctentffic theoty of cen- ■ 
turyl and Glare exemplified by aeverdxaoUyott^^ - 
I alpha chain (according to "EPO GuWellnea" §01143 ond -PCT OuUailim- §i5e) (iirii«»In efl 
other "Du^ can be cnatoglcaOy purified too. due to thdr UnJvemd propertlea, proven by Grert 
sctentmc theory). According to sclentifte theory, the nonfunctional dtesoctetlondtb • 
telns provokes these diseases as Wad Cowyiie reel phjctlcal therapeutic part Is only simple 
lafoimulatlon of the best scientific theory as: *Lefs use ihto science for such curing. taMno It as 'general 
thi«oMittrpufi^ "cmWRB the whole field of thenipy- B5.U p.88 "Case Law". T 43/82 with help of 
SSKSIdMSEPCrjIt means, "lot^ abnply use such small proteins "Du-2r for association with 
thPapo- proteins against corresponding diseases (aH "D^ZT are analogically applied "withoul undue 
difficulty- of simple mJve association!) ■. It bataipb end. • 
I The rest b only adaptation to fdmis pfweribed for therapy by PCTW Legbtatlon. Simply for such 

Therapeutic Application IArt.52(4}I. I use justly the form prescribed by PCT and EPO Legistatten fPCT 
Guidelines- §5.21. "EPO Guidelines- §CIV^): "Substance "X" for use as medicament for curing disease 
r And referred prescriptions of direct Footnote of Art.52(4 j EPC ahwys ORDER, that at above \cm of 
cblms (IbW §5.21 and CiV-4.2), Search (and Patent) musi be done for spedfied new and Inventive 
thornpoutif bpf"'-*'^' ]"«Hy far «uiA AiMiUcatlon . It Is "efyect of the su bstance'^ that is 

1 searehedr Methods for treatment of the human.. ' "EPO Guidelines- §BVII1>2) /TiSMOrALL SMAU 
mmf f^ r^TARPS^RHEDmCLAiMa. IT tS ONLY EFFECT OF BjBMPUH^jm^ , 
( pfFPAPFimCPROCFSSl OF W ESE SMALL fROmUS AGAmT C0RRFSPOm^^A^£Jm. 

82. Other analOQftuaThflraDaulIc and dtoonostlc unsearched Claims 5. 9. 11. 12. 4, 
Only after concrete answer on very detailed §1 (dalm 8)„ the answer must bo dbne on particularities of 
thMB analogous therapeutic clatms with the same Intenitlonal nonsense of OPPOSITE use of Rule 39.1(i} 
PCT and Footnotes of Arti2(4) EPC. . 

a W Claim 1 It b abo new Inventive process (to search as PROCESS according to order of bw) of 
diagnostics of body lk)ulds or tissues for vims (as HIV) titan (that for brntanoe, absent for AIDS because 
of total fabeness of such process nowadays) iulng new particular tachnical features proven by "scientific 
tiieory". Of couree. for unpatented (as ttaelf) but searched process of dbgnosb, the best claims are as 
with ttie same case of therapy (see §1 ): ' general therap eutic fdlaanostic^ purpose", "covering the who?e 
neMofttierapvfd lagnwtics)! [Case Law", p.86. 143/82 " wift help of tiie same Art.52{4) (2nd part) 
EPOJ. . , 

According to scbntiflc tiieory. beta-chemoklne secretion senses as tiie chemoattractant substances for 
macrophage (11^ movement., wherelo. ttwse beta<hemoMnes wtth tiielr sorresponding receptors 
' cobifect tin tlj^by HIV at let contamination. Again, lefa refonnubte for practical diagnostic mettwds : 



-Let's utilize dtegnosHcs. COMPRIZING such concentration gradients of chemoklnes to approach the 
natural conditions of Ist contamination in vh^o to tiib diagnostics of HIV". The substantiation (witii only . 
elementaiy refonnulation) by sclentifte tiieory of general diagnostic.appllcation b undbcusslble. 
It looks also as comprising Otagnosflcs as )n exemplified Gblm 3 of T mm (for Instance). (The 
samefrt?e1n?5Ledeten?lnetion)^ fTl^m/\U THAT MUSTJ^^ ^^^^.^1^^ 
l^Srr TnPAPPnnATieyN OF COMPR/SFDCORRSPOmN G CONCENTRATION 

7F^2»heDASNEw7^^ /Wgrt^ 

b). CblmO. Again. It b abo new Inventive therapeutic brocess (to search as process according to law 
orderi) against AIDS, autofanmune dbeases. csncer(as written In Speclfieatioq) using charged effine 
molecules (as antibodies), Bxemollfled wtth afflne molecules attached with specbl charged N^cyl 
actlvatad derivatives to oxlstfng charged polyman ("EPO Guidelines- SCUI-6.5). wherebi ottier 
charged affhe molecubs can be abo appBed -wHhout undue diffteulty-. m^NQTAL^mHG^P 
AFFINEUOLECULFS TtiAT mJST BE SE ARCHBi. TT IS EFFECT OF EXEMPUFJED APPUCAVON 
mFRAF&mcSo^ AmO!MMUNE AND ALLERGIC 

'lis^esANDa^^ TOt^yy 
rARL ' " 



Accordlin] to scientific Uieoiy (a) It b hamiful antibodtes ttut help fsbtly to provoke AIDS (and albrgic or 
autoimmune dtoewes) ^) Induced surface charges can peiturt) functioning of cell, produdng Uwse 
harmful antibodies [or hmctioning of cancer celb wtth help of charged spedflc antibody against specific 
surface molecules (as cari)Ohydrates) of such celb]. So lef e partbubriy utilize as -general therapeutic 
purpose", -covering ttie whole fbtd of tiierapy*. ttie charged antibodbs against surface moleculea of cell 
producing antibodies (or cancer celb) to atop production of harmful antibodbs at such (fiseasM (or to 
Mil apecUlcally cancer celb). 

c) . Claim 11. Again, tt b abo new Inventive tiierapeutic process (to search as process eccordlng to taw 
orderi) against state of clinical deatii and coma using pho8phatidyllnosttoM.5-blpho8phate [PiP(2)l and 
lb derivatives or GTP-gammaS molocules. According to new edentific ttieory, stock exhausion of PiP(2) 
provokes brreverslble stopping of transporting neuron ("PKC") vesides (tt b Justiy so called 
"apoptosb"). dosed chains of which (In neuron networics) determine tiie conscience. So as general 
tiierapeutic appUcation, bf s use such PIP(2) (etc) molecules against dlnlcai daatti and coma (definitive 
loss of consctonce). (but notagalnttapoptcab as such). (AO ttiase substances can be applied %vtUiout 

Hffi«.t*/L ITtSMTALL MEANS THAT STOP IRREVERSfBLE IffHIBmON OF CfRCVLAR 
mANSPtmrn NEU RON AND HEART rPKCn VESICLES fPETRERMimO 'APOPTPStrk. . 
PROVOKING CUNi CAL DEATH ANDCOMA. THAT MUST BE SEARCHED. BUT EFFECT OF DERmT(^$ 
(^FPIPt7)MndSPECiAL OTP /THERAPEUTIC PROCESS) (1 TOOK NARROWER ClAJM THAN COUiPk 
^nAINSrajmCALJiEATHANDCO^ THAT MUST BE SEARCHED AS NE W AND INVENTIVE 
^qcORDlNG TO lA^^RTSlfm IFootnotol 

d) . Claim 12. Again, tt b also new Inventive ttierapeutic process (to search as process according to law 
orderi) against Insomnb using substances which Inhibit movement of yeolcubr dosed synaptic vesides 
("PKC* vesicbs) transport at neuron nehMorfc, oxempORed wtth dihited cyanats, wherein oUier biMbotors 
of such process can be elso ap^'bd "wftiiout uridue dHficutty". According to scientific ttteory, Ota 
keeping awake b detsmtined by functioning wortdng cyde of dosed vestoufar synaptic transports of 
networit of neurons (of superior brain) and tiiere are substances Uuri partially InhM such cycb (as 
cyanato). So lef s use against Insomnb, as general ttierapeutic application, such dduted cyanate (and 
otiier InhMors of dosed cydes), dbnlnbhlng wortdng hmctioning of such eyeiftfl . tT IS NOT PARTIAL 
INH/BirORSOF-PK CANDSYNAPncrPKC'-ami VEStCLESTHATMUSTBESEARCHED. BUT 
FFFEeTOFAPPUC ATIONOFTH^ejmPUFmtSUSSrAtlCeSAFAmril^^ THATimTBE 

e). Qalnili Again, tt b new and Inventive tilorapsutic PROCESS (accoftfino to taw: TO SEARCH OS 
proceag) against encophalJtes, using tiw htfUbitoro cgainst roovomont (against bctzxhomoklne 
raceptore'RL exemoIIBed bv antt<recoptOf anflbodfaa. 



Acconilng to scbntiflc ttieoiy, It b proven tiiat movement witi) help of bet»chemokine Rs provokes 
oncephalttss and simple perturtilng of such movement wtth help of inhlbttlon of ttiese receptore ceases 
encephailtes. The real practical * titenapeutic part b only simple reformulation of tiie best sdentific 
tiieory as "Lef s use Uiis.edence for such curing-, taking^tt as ■ H?nqrp| th^rPWWtlc pvn?0??". '?9Ygr!nfl 
Hie <tfhole field of tiwraov". So bfs use tiie irihlbttore of macrophage movement (inhUiitors of bete<chemo- 
klneR)tocaas9 enceirfMlttes. 

This new and Inventive searching ttierapeutic PROCESS was exemplified with anti-receptor antibodies. 
Consequentiy too evldentiy, all such ihhibltore of Rl|0.{of beta<hemoklne R) couM be jaeily aoolbd titat ' 
-allows ttie Invention to be PERFORMED (YZ: Ora.Y cgifoaBfil!!) CEPO GuMeanss-^IMJ) In tin whob 
range dalmed-fCase Law", p.147. par 4). But even if "a meaningful seartb overthe whole of tin claim 
(were) Impossible" [But why? tt is complete nonsense In tills case: only to apply any Inhibitor of such 
receptore. onlvtoperfonn InventionilL "Search Dhrislon wIU carry ouLttie, Search on tiie basb or 
"spedflc examples- fEPO Guidelines* BVIIM). I only followed such EPO insbuctions and did not want . 
to use^ottier examples of Inhibition of beta-chemoklne receptore of M0 (before 2002). having fanteatically 
different unpredldabte structures: piperazlne-based (J.UedChem. 44, 3343, 2001); epirodlketopiperazine 
(J BIoLChem. 276. 35194, 2001); Amlnooxydantes-RANTES (AIDS Res. Hum. Rsbbvtnisee 1, 861, 1999); 
truncated by prateaso RANTES p. Bk}L Cham. 273^ 7222. 1988); Dbtamydn analog (J. Lsuko^ 
1998); anti-CCRS antibodba (J. VIroL 73i .1719. 1999); AD101 (small mobeuto wtth 4 benzene rings (n 
chain) [PNAS 99(1), 395. 2002]. After date of filing, qMantity of such VERY dHferent Inhlbttore wtth 
unpredlctebb structures became tremendous. I do not patent efl such Inhlbttore (so called wtthout any 
sense "resuit to be achieved" by Examinere). tt was never written. I patent any such substences only in 
using for prevention of encephalttes. wherein all of tfiem could be easily applied TO PERFORM Invention 
("EP0Gukiellnes"CU4.9). 

/TimTA' f. fHHIBITt^SOFBETA ^EMOKINE RECEPTORS OF M^THATARESEARCHERD IN 
. CLAmTlT^ONLYEI^ 

imi tpnORSAGAIN STENCEPHALITESASNEWAmiNVENTIVEAa^ 
S3 cIalniTsea^|^«H hut Intenttona lh^ wlttiout edentific ttieorv resutttnq In unlustified "Xe' due to with 
(Rtehtionai iH9^ i.>i|tY rannBstteM toRule39.im PCTlPloasete research iB«h 6Qim>bteiafilin^ 

Py Inrnv ?f fr pt^acal axemo biv artritrariness. ttils b sob ctelm wtth real "result to be echleyed" m. 

etalm tha twas "searched- (JUSTLY WTTH. DlSCREPmNQ ALL. M^GE 
mAinm OF PHPUDQ -Xa". mblnf ermino tiib VITAL medldnal Invention IK could l?e \m on^leDlM. 
"Xa- 1} hn fr**'"" 5- ^ w^TzhwX because of sirmrtv pswrf» -p>sMtt to 

*^S^ta^a^KitivettterapeuticamfiSa(to rewrdi es process according to orde^ of tew) 
aoiSuAaiittbody- dependent eiihancement of 

viral Tr***" -piimmathr oosslble- ouantitir of dWerent epitopes, exemplified by dbcovered 

fteflttation (and even possfblllty) to enter (or HIVvtnis partkles wtth heterogeneous antibodlM ^st 
heterogeneous env proteins. Wherein Fc recoptora (holplna to entry) are the $anw,fbraU antn»dtos 
aoAlnstatl viruses. 

AMordlng to new sdentiflque ttieory. -tiie hetorogenetty of tiie env viral proteins b generally 
Bbsebitelv necessary for ttie WV consecutive productive contamination-. So "one easily eliminates ti»e 
grave unmedldabte effeds during ttie vacelmrtions since PastoW (p.47<) In teUng for Immunbation 
minimally possible quantity of virel neutrelbing epttopeo. obtalned.from minimally possible quantity of 
homoge«)i»clones(HnaDy).8oosgenentittierTipouti^ ' 
hoterogonetty of epttopes to avoW grave unprodlctabto (since Pastouri) terrible (mbrtall) effecte of 
vacdnaflons (bablos Inchidedl). Justiy here. tt» practical dalm b defined by reference to "^ult to he 
ochtov«r Oulddlnes- Cm4.7). And tiwy "may be cUowod if ti» Invcrtt^ 
Buchtomw-. Juotiy such haintful cmpiificotion ct vncdnatton^oo woB noutraOicfloo) ore not generally 
prodlctabtol And d c«* honnfuJ dfed obtained, occordtag to prindpd toehnic^ 
m must diminish qMcntity of dliterent opttopoa to avoid it (In conserving 
widch must naturnlly. tfMntob tooUV (I b oMoua proocilpdon of fan^ 
CIV.Z2J 043SI91.S6i)iAiidltbfignQQdmpnli!a^ 
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unknown yet remcdto to HiiinaiUtylX"thDrabnoI!c«ccdv^^ donguo f over" Qustly h 

Seitfch V Ravfpnlanh ct oQk Howam 
onfy chlUrm ami 70(m deaths oach year (Vbii84knos 28, 85, 2004; Va 
Innosent toMfls. pltaso. tn auro htfantlonar cfastrocttona. Dear tntenwvonmwntoi EPfDBfflC 
ORGANIZATION] 

Soevonmlythb tMXitd mako tTomondoua succes with rcaUzlng finally molecular mcdlcdscle^ 
thoniwOT no Intentional cilnJndEPOohstructioaCrt^^ 

sclontinc theory. "X«" (BcouW bo tone and tons of euch ' T "8)010 at toast "oeddontol ontldpatlon" 
{llks common chemical compounds ot only one stop of "ontlroly.dllloronl rooctlono yielding difhrant end 
products'^ Nffthout betng 0 contmon tochnlcal probtoro* end 'pom 

taken H bito oonsMemtion when making the Invention* fEPO Gtddellnos*, CVKS^II; "Uiw ease*, p.65) 

Very numoreusutnizations (as soch) of dBfemtt homogenous onv 
largo rtumbor of EPCX as small paitl) hm nothing wfthTTOblcm to ovorcomo unprcdlctnUe negatlvo 
offocto of dai^rous Incroasbgs of vlTDl bifbdkm due to inommfac^^ 
sclentiflc knowledge with consequence: IntontlonaOy to dbnlnlsh number of different epitopes, 
consonrbig noutranzathM as purpose of bnnnmIsatloa{(toraovar,ta THIS EPO Search's *EP4^^ It 
could be oasfV eoverd opftopes. The most often real epitopos oro thoso of coibohydrato 
unvlslWe In protobi pdmaiy atructuie), which themselves could hove sovorolepItQpes. And without such 
International 86arc^ nobody would move In such dboction: to dbnbilih qttanHty of carbohydrates In 
chain or to cfaangs host of expressi on of pN A wctoil). 

Even Jf thew ta some ftwdear for exwnmen wwnHno h realtaitlonB. ft to -the ex aminer fwho) 
determines the snbteel of search on the suMect mrttf which must bo re asona Mv dotmo d by 
AMENDMan" fthat examfiwr must communteate AFTER SearchlllU and conduct the eonrch baaed o n • 
the determined eublecfrPCT CuWellnes" §9>m And I never saw euch ooettlvo Examlnor omendments fw 
Search nnaPv faxcept tha sure neoaHvelv hrtentlonal m with SURE /SURE, erbnliial and COiaMON. not 
depending <^ pefiopalltY of ficamlpen EpiDEW|C f^ile PgTli f?W otw RYPH ffiVPN) 
:re;pyTn^rtatlQn of problem t^a^ could atlgwyf "P^s? MnfT. p,1(ffi 9mW^' SmWi W.19:gUa 
.S4. PSBn)O.ABSEMCE OF NOVELTY WnWDEVELOPMEMTS OF CEMTURY. 

a) . Claim 11. LefsberBasonabte.Bleasefn ot Ohe «(fth PROVEN bitenUonal crime witb Ruti 39.1(1)]- Again 
viewing the dabns as a whole and wHh WHOLE edentinc theory Is obOgatory rPCT GuUellnes" §9.0^ . 
And work of UeJIIlanoetal pnhibHlon of apoptosis by Increasing P1P(2) concentration] Is not pertinent 
"X" for claim 11 (that Is "new end Inventive process of effect of use of medicaments [as PiP(2)] against 
clinical death and coma' ll Even formally, It la ouftedHTerent technical features (it Is directly not "X"): 
Nobody never used "PiP(2)' against dbilcal death and coma. This is already fL 

(Local Supplement But leaRty Is even bpposKel It only confirms my much more Unhmsal sdentinc 
knowledge about tfte Heart N*1 process of any ceD hmdionlng: "PKC* vesids vectorial eycQc transport 

^ with help of metabolism Justly of PtP(2) and GTP deilvatlveSi wherein the exhaustir^ of stock of such 
molecules during Interelgnal phase conduct to trreverelble Impossibility to restart nowftmctkmbig and 
cell death. [As I established, it Is only beg]nnlng.(elthoagh being real cause) of apoptoels. that is Judged as some 

:elt destruction abeady at level of lysis. One can compare it if to Ju^ the cause of human death 
fapoptosts*) as desbucfton of body by bacteria wHhout real knowled^: Infarct (that only I 
"established* as above)]. So i even could: not to cite "apoptosis" at alt but I did It only for correct 
Universalizatlon and general correctness end convergence (real convergence of ALL establlshedl) of 
Science of next century with known pheiiomena. And cited (by Search) work (MeJIIIano et al) only 
conflmw AGAIN that such GENERAL UNIVERSAL STRUCTURED CONCRETE tireverelble stopping of 
"PKC" vesicle transport is correct being ONLY real UNKNOWN CAUSE and beginning of well known 
phenomenon "apoptosb" of cell destruction already at level of lysis. So this "fragment", conflmninfl only 
small part of Grand sdentffic basaa cannot be even "YT, but oppostMyl Thank you, but It looks again like 
by Axe (covered'by EPO governmental hitentionai authority) against Crystal of Science of Century}, . 

b) . Claim s. In §3; complete nonsense of numerous "Xs" (that couid be terribly much more: tens and 
tens, that had, a^ady at International pfiase, to bitlmldato finns,'scientlst8 and tnventore by such 
intoigovemmental authority) was cleariy proven.as outstanding. ■ 
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c). Claim 7. "X* of wort "Oudlch ot of b also outstanding nonsense: "thoii* smaD protein for 
tmmunoglobuim G(Dt)^ oc(»idb^ to namo thot 1 gave to It) is only ono from thousands an^ 
of such proteins (for occh oxbting protoln syntholZBd tn ER-o<ioi^ 
oxcmpb. Thank you tafbiward to eOmboto such illrod nonsense fr^ 

Intenntional 8ooich:thankyoutbrlDttai).(lgOsfflanpretoln,dteeovafodbyDudlchbDu-CT,ano^ 
Gto^Ao ""Oirfr). 

^ fi fete^ ^' elfllm>md to bayofU B^pttwtt t^i t^m ^] pxpfogglvoly ' 

•wrttton bfipocfflcatloo [p;4&<3-B)] and ovon bi Ahsmoct h was purest obvfc^ 
obvious sup at bttomational phase without any EPO anowar. Only to simplify (Ihst with such usurped 
"trrror*. EPO wfll not have the pretext to avoM answer because of my ionglotti»),ldMnot ' 
pn»ont such (Icso jdtol but very important sure nwans against cancorl) corected ctolm 
ot EPO Kattond phosa Boca use EPO did not (mswar m htoiwtttonal phase and ^ 
oven for the moot esscnttel (although oven hem. at dtaatte coocbaneaa. I dM iKrt hw^ 
(onywfay "affair* b too dear and tatsntlonally penally agafaot law), If EPO m^ 
Search of thb Claim 8, It must bo done In last version wfthbut SUP (against cancers too). 
56. EVIDENT SENSE OF "TECHNICAL FEA TURES* IN ALL PATENT ^ Awc, » r.nt^ 

eppeare that 

Exammere (m making some sDonce) mean the Tnduobfar conae under "tachnteal feoturos", technical 
tenns", and "tochntedprobrera\ Wherein Logbhtlonovonunderflnes that "at least In thb context (^ 
AU. Patent LawoO the tanns "technlcar and TndusWaP wore not synonyms" ("Case Law" p.141' T 
953/94). According to "PCT GuMeOnes" (§5.04): The dalms must be drafted in tenns of ttnl "technical 
feat™: of the hwanten. Thb nwatw that cblms should not eonfain anv «fa tement« relatl««. 
pxotnpb, to commordal odvantaqes or other noMechnhari mmtarf . mut h ht pg^fergy ^ — k^j 
Aa). According to Rub 6.3(b)(D) (PCT): -tedinteal feabires" of inventton are those " which are necessary 
. for the definttton of the cbbned oubjed matter". The §10 J6 (IbfaOglvesexample of thb technical feature" 
as "oven" "(tad of- ftom French) encoding of dehydrogenases" with reference on Rub 1 3.2 PCT (as In 
All UigbbtkMi. evidently}: "Rub 112 requlrea that tochnteal feature ehared between tho hmnttone 
defines a contribution over the prior art A same or corresponding technical feature eharvd among the 
dalmed nudete odd molecules resUes In their common property [(fact of) encoding 
dehydrogenOTes]...". These are oxamplos of todtnlcal fjiaturw" taken ONLY from Legbbtton (UW): 
•paitlcuter amlho odd sequences" fCaso LaW, p.238. T 823«2); Intended use df produrfTCase L*/- 
Pj88); .-makerfor fBdUatbig tho reading and playing of muste on a keyboard InstrumenT (1 603ffl9); "step 
. of obsanrtng the effodofthe candMato compounds on llgand binding" (§10.58 "PCT Guldeflnes"); link ' 
t^Vl tatmen ONA codbig protein X wRh protein X (lUd §io.5S||;-lnsedlcldal adhrlly- Obid §10.38: 10 541- 
* ^^^^^^ly^ p^bitffifltalQlQfl substence X" (IbW §10.23); part of nucleotide 510.53.1051). 
WhyEPOdWndwrttomoabodvo»y»bIhtatothcra8Dp(toconBd)wtwnEPOdim5edAb 

g!!*?!!!!!^^^"^ SOLtmON of aid s mEFINmVB^Y yONFIRMIMS TH« IMW>mny. o > 

mSSSJ?!?**^ ^ ?" date eyerimemal woric (J.6en.Vlrol.85. 3T35. 2004) conflmted dlredly 
undoub^ttw proven mechanbm of AIDS of thb bwentlon (- IWure Nobel Prtre), After my lettere^^axw 

f^nSr^ Ja^J^ % Sl""^' "^"^ ^ (since 2002), there were 

9 millions of Innocsnt deaths. But EPO continued such dbcredit justiy after these lettere 

And Jj»tly In sbwige manner, Uke perfedly Organized crime to hide the traces, exceptionally, these 
^^SrJSi^^^" ^ ^^^^ (www4>po.org). And there b corre'lation wirfth thb: EPO prudenUv 
woiB^nmS) only about my (these) ennatb wtthout confirmation of ALWAYS PARALLEL copies of 

N»F'!f?JfS?7Jf T^f"^ "^"P* Th* W"* (07/07/05: 

N FA1^3^1751, always from "Cyber Cube", fts omaSl at 30/06/05); (1SW7/05: MTtA14)3-42504- Ite Mnafl 

!^^52£^5fi!!**' ■f**"'^ ^"^^^^ •wktonly dbappeared (IIH). But I have the 
3i'^Sf2"JlSS!^''^'5"* (Wth EPOnumbere: -Em^11A8ai»5iO:40 
Empf.nr:850 P JWI") that I am sending (6 pages). 

PIWW. to Ponfftm reoeMnq of ead> of these faxps. h tiir. y^ntnd to doatroir tracaj 
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of knowing of datailed proob of definitive confirmation against AIDS (and abo my Insbtent remlndlnos 
to answer for SUFS. argumenb against EPO Seareh) Justly before Intentionally penal "Examination" with 
sure criminal procedure and with sure responsibility before victims. [The Fax of 11/08/05 dbappeared 
from Regbtor Justly after my sending of the copy of ;the same detailed letter to Prof.KazatchkIne to Collegium 
of European Judges wherein I sent by error another (nondetailed) iattachment but Judges oouM soe 
detelbd signed letter at dted Regbter. It looks like perfed criminal Coordination]: Thank you to Insert the 
PRESENT letter (October's one) to Register wherein Judges (from ^ Europe) could read all signed 
•myatortes". 8000 victims per dayl 

IV. RESUME OF QUlsnONS AND DEMANDED CONHRMATIONS TO ANSWER CONCRETELY AND 
j^lig AFTER POIWT.nEASE,PROC^^ ' 

§1^ 1).Pbase,toconfimithatquaIinedEP01iM2Q&i!xwrDtentegalltyOIkolnal}myothe 
Applications) In Internattonal Search Report "claims 1, 2, Oond 10 have not been seardwdaia they retate 
to non patentebb 8ubject4natter under Rub 39.1(1) PCT (sdontific theoriasjb whorabi the Rub 39.10) 
means fiBS^itlbp "When vbwing as a whde, if theories, pniduea a prKficd 
required, sbce the result b not purelvabsbBct or IntePeduar fPCT GuMeBnaa' with wferenca to Rub 
39.1 (Ijj. Why did you do it?' * ' 

Claims W air would be deception because ai ft wmtM hn OTropH«««t irrltmttfft; theory that 

do not aubstentteto AT ALL (no remedbs) practical dabns, which even b not mentioned Jnotym 
examples of PCT and EPO "Guidelines- b). Such exceptional case of aBan odanflfle theortaa tor 
separated practical applfcations was not neither proven nor EVEN monfloned bi bitomational Seareh 
Report In such case^ wUiout doubt, EPO had to ask to take off unrdated (wrong, mbleadlngi) 
featuraa (and tvan roentlen] of Indapandant-sdentifb" dalms" in nontheir proctical dabns, that was not 
•tito case AT AUJ <q. In audi case of numerous Imtependent predbal dalms DE FACTO^ manffestetlon of 
absence of Unity of Imrentlon had to be SURaY cbbned In International Search that was not the case AT 
ALL 

3) . Concretely as example, why ecbntifb dabn 1: "motmty b obligatory for contamfaiatod macrophage 
entering into brain to cause tin encephalltes" does not substanHotB dabn 4: The use of tnifastancas.^ for 
manufadure d medicaments agabist encephaOtas tint atopa maeiophage motility (bihibltore)"'|Mcauae of 
Ctafm 1:/rootintybobngtoiyftrcontembiatod macro 

phalltos'. b It not, evenfemul^, ealf4Vldefi!7{0f ooune, aa bi.my cases, dahn 4Gould be to pquat 
[ecpfnnwn^_Form (PCT and EPO "GuMennss" §&21 and CIV-4.2) [moreover wBh opecbl btgmlous 
assuring reference to Art. 52(4) In dabn: ordering to seareh the prpcosslll. whleh EPO however did not 
do ^llS^jtJntwiflgnall^ "Substance "X" for 0^ 

4) . Why EPO could make search, with nonsense, of datei 3 lnlt|M)ugh with corred. tt\e catpp. aa an other 
therapeutic Ctehns/onns: see M abovetwfthout cdentfflc theory ^ U b only DECLARATION)??? 

5) . Ctabn 10 b the scientific theory [procesa "upon Dvbig tiibigs" (PCTGuldeOrKn" §5^12) of 
bloaymhesb of ANY protefav ] which b at the aamo time practical and b the boat oxampb for §14.05 
nbld"):'bi most cases bdustrialappncabilily wnibaeelf<«vklent8ndnomoreexpncftdesciiadnon 
thb pobd win be reqtdnid" (as even Logbbtton of "Board of Appeab" did wHh sbnibr M 

blvbl cases d general purtfteation of protetoa (TjOISlSSa- EP313343: T.0916/94; 043QTO: 031 U93}. ^wftv 
dMBMhtoooinrhiaatnftfnDBSTRUCTmmtp^ ofsuchi morDOV9rof 

ai« extnionOlwnf/lstnsoibhsimthosb based on mt/mfotmfeofmetMhoa meessaL tokoobico? 
Moreover, gottfilb (as "a whoto": for bntanca: 1.0028/88) anrtort anmito fantastteal docoptioB 1 
about nonsubsbuitioted procticd clabm by adontSfe theory AT AU (hero It b pOffD^ 
MX). 

^Ib., 6). WHy EPO dM not aeaidi the new and hwcntfVB therapeutic iwicossea lth^ 
accondbig to Law: Foobiotoa of ArLS2(4) EPC, flid waa spodany tofeos ovon to date isi^ 
Instoad protondod to search ati oubotencos ttKimsdvco but nd Q|2£So^ d oD 
ttwiOTouflcprp^Bjcuring)??? {Aa bi dabn 4: not qO cubstanccs whbh bihlbitmovomont d 
iwflCfDp h cgss (moreover euch oufastcncca cro unprodldcbto and unsccrcbcbb) Ind cSbd d bddbttore d 
iHovcBont of wstro plu intji to curing af cnccphsStca (Bid wco pweou ly pwteuii d p ro dso ocfantlflc 



fh^nfyy IT 1^ TOO SIMPLE AND CUIR). 

7). Does EPO agree that strange reference to medicamente as "result to be achieved" (dabns 4, 5. 9, 11, 
12) has no sense ALREADY according to above 66. because I do nd need to patent (to aaardi) all 
subatancas whbh win Inhibit macrophage movement but I need to patent only effort d ALL such 
substances (even yd unknown substancesK which ALL faihlbit flnMblterel macrophags movement on 
proceaad curing (ttierapy) of encephaiftea???' f 

8X Why 'aboya given axampba" are nd ncampbs (according to EPO) for Cbbns 4, 5. 7(8), 8 and 12'at 
obligatory Seeching d new and biventive flMrepeutic PROCESS and best 'generel flierepeutic purpose" 
"covering the whole fbld d tfterepy" (and even woO characterised examples even to dabn 7(8) KselflT? 
Raaae, to expbin with EACH Cbim as to §Ib (1H5) TT 

9) . In particubr Cbbn 5, one can onl y uhlenalhr "guess" whd did EPO ntean ttiat "non d euch idte" was 
described (see §ib(5) d tiib-tetter]: because: a). The too obvious under-meanbg thd kit "only" 
complies enflybtti antlbodbs fonty" comprises as to :T.0003/89, 0063/94, 077S&2, 0310/59, oi2Qno) (wherein 
sud) mOch more bnportant antibodies only oenra tor productive contaminations In difbrance witti gradiente al- 
though 81 mpte too).or b). That tiiere b no numtier d nonoU^atory reference tor Manual wtth numerous classical 

. techniques for determination of vbuses (since Pasteur) aa dted already In AppHc^on: "Raids Vfroldg/' 
(Witt) oeverel tiwusands of pages and Reb); or c) EPO doea nd like used beat "gsneral dbgnoab 
purpose- "toovaring the whde Add d dtagnosb' (Xase Uw" p.86. T 43^2)777 

10) . Why did EPO demonstratively Ignore^ bi sOenca^ tin eonedad pages 82 and 87 wHh obvto'us surely 
proven orrore (slips) (see §b), whbh are moreover abnpto coonflnatas of dready described and 
numbered references which are always could or even should be bnertad (PC? and EPO "GuUdbMS* § 
20.10. §CVK5.3 and §4J8 and CIM.16) 7?7 

6IH. 11). Wiy EPO did lid search Cbbn 7 wtth new dired produd (UnWereal small regulatoiy proteins) 
d precbo sebntific titeory as part d proven new great bw d funcQontog of proteh»7Wherdn tiuse 
small pretetos ("Du-TT) are: (1) charederizsd by e number d tttetr very particubr vttaf functions even b 
cblm; (2) easily obtainable; (3) exemplified by redly obtababb small proteins d igO and MHC I alpha 
chdn. Wherdn sfl ottwr "Du-2r can be analogteally purified duo to ttieir proven Unhrered properties. 

1^ Why EPO does nd search j32!nL5<>ccordlng to order of tow as new end Inventive tiierapeutic 
precoaoagdnd a number d Important dbeasosutnizbig tho proocrfbodfonnd claim d PCT and EPO 
- "QuIddhMs' fsm. ClV-ia fmoreover. Ingenlooohr undertlnlno again to eearch lu stiv the above 
process, stipulated h fn duded even In ctahn Rderence on Art^41 EPC with Fbotootesi and used da 
^c^ for search to dabna 3 and 11. bebig aa "general therapeutic porpoee'. "^covering whote fldd 
.d ttiorepy" (Xaso Law", p.68, T 43/82)777 

8ll'2o. mWhvEPOddesnotseardiCbtejaccordhwtoordardtawasnewandfawenflvedbflnosflc 
process dbddvfhilds for detarmfawflond real vbuses titresutiJifawttteprBscrihsd (by Lepbtati 
Form of Cbbn (moreover underitotog to search ttie process wtth presence d Rd. to Art52(4) EPC, 
Footnotes] end usod for search 6)t^2 in cbbns 3 end 11 wherein Now utilization of enttvbal antibodies 
(much more prindpd tochnlcal feature than slmpb gnaflenfl ta comortw^ to dasolcd detonnlnationa (as 
m nurnorous Lcgbbtion T_0003/89: 0063/94; 0775/92; 0310/99; 0120/00), bdntf as Qonerd dbgnoatic (Uwra(leutie 
purpose, covering whob fbM of (Sagnbsb (ttterepy) rCaso LaviT pjs^ T 43/S2)?77 

Sii'2b. 14k VWnr EPO does not search Cblm 9 cccordtoo to order of taw aa new and hnr enflve 
therepoulic process cgabist AIDS, autdmmuno dboosos, cancor utiQdng tiie proscribed Form d dabn d 
PCT and EPO ■Gddonnca" fSS21. CIV<4.21 ftnorogvor. boeriloushf undcrllnInQ iwnto to acarch histiv ttw 
j cbovo orocoso. ctioulntod h todudod oven to dolm RdtorempteAn52f41 EPC with Fcwtodcsl and used 

do facto for acarch bv ^K) to dalms 3 end 11. tphu^ as "^Q^^erai thorapoutlc purpose*, "covertno whde 
fbld of (htmipy* fCcse Low* p.80, T 43/8^ whereto charged afRno mdoculDS (as antite^ 
oxcmpSflcd wlti) ofOno m ob cu teo coupfcxi with ono of targe rmmtcr d oxbtb^ chargod polymore thd 
are coupled wSh CQitexyl end cmtoo group cctivotiono, vriti) Hccyl cdlvciDd dsftvdlvcs, wtth foinous 
fffflipTto g fffiig^Tt" ^Mh<^»rifi rfh^f eiwigod Aflinfl itw y« ei rt «i (cn bo opplted V^Ihout unduo dmfcultj^??? 

MKtc. 15k Why bPO dooo not search thb ^tolmJl co now Invonllvo thoropautte wKgni occoidbM to 
oiitof fli taw fl^piiBt dldcnl rfaflth nnd jflm a (dcflnUlvo teoo of c e ns clonco) Ibot not cudnd *cp y^testa * 
aaouchj isShcffedof aufa3lDRCC3|plP(Q£]y)ltortcf(witkrc30f Ull^^iuiuuu^ 
ne t n wiic f dsSii fliOD tcouSfl! codd bo cO c utr a t c wBCO ttd bavo bdoar propoM fltst ctoo brovcwtlMo 
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Cyber Cube 

5, rue Mjgnon 
75006 Paris 
01.53.10.30.50 
01.40.46.80.46 
www.cybercube.fr 

RCS Paris B 413 095 191 (97810429) 



Facture N*: FA1 -06-0341 6 

Date: 21/04/2006 
Comptoir 



Code 


Diesignation 


Quantite 


Prix 


Sous Total 


3002 


Feullles de fax envoy6e 


1 


1.00 € 


1,00 € 


3003 


Unites telephoniques 


6 


0.15€ 


0,90 € 








Total HT: 


1,59 € 








TVA: 


0,31 € 








Total TTC: 


1,90 € 
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Cyber Cube 

5, rue Mignon 
75006 Paris 
01.53.10.30.50 
01.40.46.80.46 
www.cybercube.fr 

RCS Paris B 413 095 191 (97B10429) 



Facture N°: FA1-03-55953 



Date: 28/11/2005 



Comptoir 



Code 
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Prix 


Sous Total 


3002 
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1,00 € 


3003 
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2 


0,15 € 


0.30 € 








Total HT: 
TVA:^ 
Total TTC: 
R^lement: 


1,09€ 
0,21 € 
1,30 € 
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fax', ^r-^m^ft^i 'f^iz ^ y^/y^^ 



Or.Y.Zagyansky, Entraide, 22 rue Ste Marthe 
75010 Paris.. Paris, 28th November 2005 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Appl. 10/505,353 (PCT/EP02/62302) Conf.2545 

Dear Sir, 1. 1 did not receive the answer even for important question during procedure, even of 
Covering letter (§5) (even after my insitent remindlngs). "!!!§5. In view of very special "strange" course 
of my Application, I must ask here very important question about "Notice of abandonment". In US law, 
concerning "Certiflcat of mailing or transmission" (37 CRF §1.8, §512:iVIPEP) there is no mention about, 
even declaration, FOR nonreceiving of USPTO LETTERS (ONLY of USPTO letters!), but only text about 
Ceratificat of mailing or transmission of Applicant letter. Does it mean that USPTO finally send the 
registered letter wherein USPTO is sure about their receiving by Applicant and such Declaration (for 
nonreceiving'of USPTO letter) is not needed consequently? Thank you very much for forward 
explanation of this TOO important information. The heavy common truth is coming from Governmental 
Office?..". 

2. In coinciding, i confirm again that there is no any news since your last letter of June 2005 ("Notice of 
Publication"). Should I wait obligatory registered letter (only after such knowledge from Internet?) in the 
case of jDermanent logical disappearances of letters in almost each my Application? VERY unfortunately, 
it could be looked as specific special "USPTO.GOV"'s CAiWPF. 

3. According to §1,103 (a) IWPER ("Suspention of action bv the Office" , (a) SUSPENTION FOR CAUSE, 
("for good and sufficient cause"), ANYWAY, I ask to suspend action for 6 months, the causes are: 1). ISA 
(EPO) made very Intentional PENAL SURE Crimes with falsifications and i wait clear confirmation of it 
and REMAKING OF INTERi^ATIONAL SEARCH WITH INTERNATIONAL PHASE (WlPO was In current of 
SURE falsification), (see complete VERY detailed copy of my letter to EPO of 10/22/2005 by e-mails as 
Supplement to this signed letter: James.Groody@uspto.igov, Derek.Putonen@uspto.gov, 
Ahmed.Hakeel@uspto.gov). This letter was so convincing that it disappeared LATER(CENSUREDl) from 
EPO Register (www.epo.org: "epoline"->"Reglster"). Thank you in forward for such very objective 
(necessary for USPTO too) SUSPENTION. 

4. Without any reason and explanation, USPTO did not include iVIY correctons (surely proven obvious 
errors) in publication. WHY? Sincerely yours Dr.Y.Zagyansky 

Application M^EP 02 718172.6- 1521 (PCT/EP02/02302): "END OF AIDS.." oo^yrf^^tn^ 
European Patent Office Dr.Y.Zagyanslcy, Ehtralde, 22 rue Sajnte iWartlie 75010 Paris France ciuh^ <s^-A^-i' 
[e-mail Copies to President of EPO Prof. Alain Pompidou ("iWister AIDS") (apompidou@epo.org), Vice- . U^^fJ^-io ^ 
PriBsldents: Mrs. T.Hammer, P.Kyriakides, P.iWesserll, e.Edfjall, [W.Desantes; President and Vice-President . ^''^^V ' 
, of EPt) Admlhlstratiye Council RoIand.Grossenbacher@Ipl.ch, Allson.Brlmelow@paf ent gov.uk, Y^^^fc j 

councilj3e(:retary@epo.org, with all Its (Adm.Coiincll) National Members as^: AT@epo.org.M..; Prinicpal (of 
course} Director of international Affairs and Patent Law WIm' Van Der Eijk: wvdeiJk@epo.org, Head of . 
Legal and International Affairs Felix.Addor@tpl.ch, lnternatlonaUegaLaffalrs@epo.org, Directors 
European and International Affairs Jolian Amend and A. Purucker'^Kandeii: Jamand@epo.org, 
apurucker@dpp.org, Patent Academy academy@6po.org and also to Director of World International ' 
^ Patent OrganMon K.ldrls (wipo.mail@wlpo.int) and to General Collegium of European Judges for 
Concerning Infonmation: Imminent Accusation in Intentional Crime against Humanity/and Intentional 
^Brlgandage for iVIIIIIards by Powerful Ruling BIG ORGANIZATION In EPO]. Paris, 22th October 2005. 

WtRODUCfORY GENERAL PART, - . . 
§lr,.1.PR0IEiE.TJiis letter isfgO^ . 
without any answer for EVIDENT arguments that EPO canhof answer simply Ignoring them as EPO can . 
do systematically in silence being bbove law, like due to special Power of Big Organization. After such 
primitive intentional Ignoring, the unlegal jiimplng, at once, to Examination irepresehts the completely 
unlegal prtfcdure with Its product : so called "Examination", existence of .whteh is Under protest too. 

2. CONTENT. This letter (as the signed postal original that must be at EPO Re^i^ter for all Judges too) 
contains 24 pages (all pages are signed): (1) "RESUiME". (2) "Essential Questions of R6sum6*' (3) 
"PURPOSfe, (4) "Main Text of Letter" wKh "Rfisumfi of Questions and demanded confimiations".. With its 
Supplements : a). Statement about below (§c) corrections with photocoples;of coordinates of cited Refs from my 
retired PCT/FR97/01706 and PCT/FR98/02334 (100% proofs of obvious en'ors de facto). Thef^ Is no relation* 
between these slips and EP0*s remarks, b). Copy (from EPO REGISTER with Its traces) of my TOO IMPORTANT S^W^-^ 
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